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Of contemporary writers enumerated in the list above, after
Albuquerque himself, who naturally ranks first, Braz de Albuquer-
que, Caspar Correa, and Castanheda are the most valuable. I have
Vsed my account almost exclusively on them. Gaspar Correa and
Braz de Albuquerque, in my opinion, should bear more weight
than Castanheda, excellent though the latterJs work undoubtedly
is. Being a member of the Governor's confidential secretariat,
Gaspar Correa had access to information not easily available to
other writers, while Braz de Albuquerque came into possession of
all his father's papers, and it was with their aid that he compiled
his narrative. For a living portrait of Albuquerque and vivid de-
scriptions of the events of his time, Gaspar Correa is the man
whom we must consult. He has the great advantage over every
other writer of having known Albuquerque very well. Intimacy
between the two obviously could not exist. The Governor was not
likely to have made a confidant of this, the youngest of his secre-
taries. Gaspar Correu, however, had ample opportunity of studying
his master's character, and the youth showed penetration. Albu-
querque as depicted by Gaspar Correa, and the real man uncon-
sciously revealed in Albuquerque's own letters, are essentially the
same. For another man to convey the same impression of a per-
sonality as that person himself, is surely no mean achievement.

Fernao Lopes de Castanheda arrived in India in 1529. He
conducted careful researches on the spot before embarking on his
work. His history was not the first to be written, but it was the
first to appear in print, and as such has enjoyed superior prestige.
Caatanhcdii is a conscientious and painstaking historian who con-
sulted eye-witnesses and had access to documents. He is generally
it safer guide with regard to dates than Gaspar Correa, who relies
too much on memory for such things; this Castanheda obviously
could not attempt to do, Castanheda's work is preferable to that of
Jus contemporary Joao de Barros, who, indeed, is said to have
derived much of his information from the former.

Joilo de Burros never went to India, but he studied his subject
carefully. His " Decadas " tire good, but there is little there that
Caatanheda has not already told. The same applies to DamiSo de
Goes, whose chronicle was published last of all, except that of
Gaspar Correa which, though written first, remained for three
hundred years in manuscript

None of these writers, I may add, are Albuquerque's pane~